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BEFORE THE BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN THE MATTER OF;

Case No. 99-19
Steven Drydyk, Ph.D.,

CONSENT AGREEMENT,
Holder of License No. 1149 FINDINGS OF FACT,
for the Practice of Psychology CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
in the State of Arizona AND ORDER OF PROBATION

CONSENT AGREEMENT

To resolve this matter promptly and judiciously, consistent with the public interest and the
statutory requirements of the Arizona Board of Psychologist Examiners (“Board”), the Board and
Steven Drydyk, Ph.D. (“Licensee”), holder of license no. 1149 for the practice of psychology,
agree as follows:

1. The Board shall adopt the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and
Order of Probation pursuant to AR.S. §§ 32-2081(F)(4),-(5), and 41-1092.07(5).

2 Licensee has the right to consult with an attorney prior to entering into this

Consent Agreement.

g Licensee admits that the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are true.
4. Licensee irrevocably waives his right to a hearing, rehearing, or judicial review.
5. The Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order of

Probation shall be effective when signed by the Board’s Executive Director.

6. The Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order of

probation is a public record.
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MAXINE McCARTHY 7 “(Date)
Executive Director

Arizona Board of Psychologist Examiners
1400 W. Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Licensee is the holder of license no. 1149 for the practice of psychology in the
State of Arizona.

2. On November 7, 1998, Licensee interviewed Mrs. J. and her 17-year-old child,
T.J. for the purpose of a custody evaluation. The parents had joint custody of the child, who lived
with his father. Licensee administered the MMPI-2 to T.J. Based on the two interviews and the
testing, Licensee wrote a psychological evaluation report that recommended, in pertinent part, as
follows: “Given the limited information gathered, it is my opinion that Ms. [J.] should obtain sole
custody of her son, and [T.] should be in therapy with a therapist with whom he can develop a
therapeutic relationship and make progress.”

3, At the time, the child was seeing another therapist every two weeks. Beginning
November 12, 1998, the child began therapy with Licensee, initially for three weekly sessions and
then continuing biweekly. |

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

I. The Board of Psychologist Examiners of the State of Arizona possesses
jurisdiction over the subject matter hereof and Licensee.

2. The conduct and circumstances described above constitute unprofessional conduct
pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2061(A)(13)(o) (providing psychological services that are unnecessary or
unsafe or otherwise engaging in activities as a psychologist that are unprofessional by current
standards of practice.)

ORDER OF PROBATION

Based upon the foregoing Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, and Conclusions of Law,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Licensee is placed on probation for a period of one year.
Licensee shall complete six houfs of continuing education in ethics (including multiple roles) and

six hours in forensic evaluation, and shall present satisfactory evidence of completion to the

" Board.







